THIRD  REPUBLIC  AND  THE  CHURCH
It should now be possible to form certain conclusions
concerning the nature of the crisis through which France had
passed. It was certainly " unique, comparable to no other, in
that the accused brought the hatred of a whole people not on
himself alone but on his whole people,"1 and it is probably
true to say that no individual ever wrought so profound a dis-
turbance in the life of a State. "We can take it," says Peguy,
truly enough, " as the example, the model, the standard of
what is a crisis, an event with its own proper value/'2
The Dreyfus case, complex as it was in many ways, reduced
itself ultimately to a simple choice between the two conceptions
of society which had, ever since the Revolution, been struggling
for mastery in the French mind : the one, the basing of society
and civilization on certain elemental individual rights, which
no danger of upheaval or reasons of State could shake in their
sanctity, the other based on authority as external and prior to
individual citizens, superior to and judge of the rights of these
and the desirability of their exercise. It was the Declaration of
the Rights of Man versus the ancien regime^ the Reformation 3
and the Revolution as against the Church, and it suddenly
forced every thinking man to choose the side to which he
really belonged. " In a very few days each family was at its
post, knowing what it was doing, and entrenched behind its
closed doors. For Paris has her families no less than Florence,
and her unbattlemented walls shelter warring factions. The
French mind took up again with startling rapidity its classical
involved, so that Peguy could write: " Nous serions morts pour Dreyfus, mais
Dreyfus ne serait pas mort pour Dreyfus " ? "Why did the final revision drag
so long (three years) ? What part, if any, was played by Russia? (Letter of
S. Reinach to the Times Literary Supplement, I2th March 1931). See on
these and other points Dutrait-Crozon and especially Georges SorePs little
pamphlet, La Revolution dreyfusienne. Sorel was a keen Dreyfusard but very
critical of the friends of Dreyfus and the methods used for his rehabilitation.
1 Halevy, op. tit., p. 21.
* Notre Jeunesse, p. 87.
8 The Protestants, with very few exceptions in the wealthy bourgeoisie,
made no mistake as to the issue, and realized that the victory of reaction
would jeopardize their own position. The Dreyfusard cause owed an in-
calculable debt to the unswerving support of that small (half-a-million) but
influential body.
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